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Abstract: Background: Changes of direction (COD) repeated sprints (RSs) might have greater
relevance to football than linear RSs. We aimed to compare the effects of linear and COD RSs on
intermittent high intensity running (HIR) over an entire season. Methods: In total, 19 high-level
male football players (16–19 years) randomly performed linear RSs or COD RSs twice a week during
their competitive season over 22 weeks. Yo-Yo intermittent recovery test level 2 (Yo-Yo IR2), and
10- and 20-m sprint was assessed pre-, mid- (11 weeks), and post-intervention (22 weeks). Maximal
oxygen uptake (VO2max) was assessed pre- and post-intervention. Results: There was no interaction
effect (time x group) in Yo-Yo IR2 (p = 0.36, pη2 = 0.06) or sprint tests (10 m: p = 0.55, pη2 = 0.04,
20 m: p = 0.28 pη2 = 0.08), and no change differences between groups. There was a main effect of
time for Yo-Yo IR2 (p = 0.002, pη2 = 0.31) but not in sprints or VO2max. Conclusion: Linear and COD
RS exercise twice a week over 22 weeks equally improves intermittent HIR performance but does
not improve sprint time or aerobic power in high-level junior football players. However, due to our
two-armed intervention, we cannot exclude possible effects from other exercise components in the
players’ exercise program.
Keywords: soccer; repeated sprint; high intensity running
1. Introduction
There are multiple physiological demands to elite football, which includes both aerobic and
anaerobic energy contributions [1–3]. Among these, high aerobic power is crucial [3,4]. However,
a threshold of≥60 mL·kg−1·min−1 in maximal oxygen uptake (VO2max) seems to be sufficient to meet the
aerobic demands in elite male football [2,3,5–8]. As a result, anaerobic exercise, such as high intensity
running (HIR) and sprint ability, have gained more attention from coaches and researchers [1,9,10],
and may be more applicable in differentiating elite- and sub-elite levels in football than aerobic
power [6,9–12]. Although sprints compose <10% of the covered distance during a football match [13],
they are often associated with decisive parts of the match [10] and goal scoring [14]. The sprints in
football usually lasts 2 to 4 s [15,16], where 97% and 75% of the sprints are shorter than 30 and 10 m,
respectively [17]. Moreover, HIR and sprint distance in elite football has increased considerably over the
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past decades [18,19]. Thus, in addition to fast sprints, the ability to execute repeated bouts of HIR and
sprints is now considered one of the decisive factors for elite male football performance [1,2,11,20,21].
Although HIR and sprints are supramaximal and consequently result in high anaerobic energy
contributions [2,3,6,22,23], the repetitive nature in football, with insufficient recovery duration between
runs for full resynthesizing of phosphocreatine, leads to large aerobic energy contributions [24,25],
which may lead to a lower running intensity [24].
Several exercise modes can be applied to improve intermittent HIR performance, including
resistance exercise [26,27], power exercise [27], high intensity aerobic interval exercise [28,29], and
small-sided games [28,30–32]. However, to improve intermittent HIR in football players, the most
frequently applied exercise is linear repeated sprint (RS) exercises [24,26,29,33–41], which may be
considered to primarily improve RSs ability. However, RSs also show additional improvements in
intermittent HIR [28]. Furthermore, time motion analysis has revealed over 700 changes of direction
(COD) at high velocities during a football match [42]. As exercise modalities specific to the sport may
be even more relevant for sport performance [29,43,44], RSs including COD may be more applicable
than linear RSs for improving intermittent HIR in football [9,45–51]. However, the evidence base
for the effect of COD RS exercise on intermittent HIR performance is sparse. While it seems that
COD RS exercise is effective for improving intermittent HIR performance in elite football players [51],
inconsistent findings in youth sub-elite football players make the effect in football players at this level
unclear [29,47,50,52].
Moreover, as football involves both technical, tactical, and physical demands, incorporating all
relevant exercise aspects in players’ exercise schedules is challenging [1,44]. Thus, implementing
RSs into the everyday exercise schedule may be an effective strategy to tax both the anaerobic and
aerobic energy system [1,24,25,44,53]. Previous studies have reported positive effects of implementing
RS exercises both outside [26,40,47,54,55] and inside [38,44,51,56] the competitive season. However,
the duration of these studies are short (≤12 weeks) [41]. As intermittent HIR performance is shown
to vary over an entire season [57], the applicability of short-term studies assessing RS exercise for
implementation in the long-term basis over an entire football season is limited. Thus, the aim of this
study was to compare the effect of linear and COD RS exercise on intermittent HIR performance in
highly trained junior football players over an entire season.
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Design and Participants
In this randomized, two-parallel group trial, 19 high-level male junior football players aged 16 to
19 years from the same football team volunteered to participate. The team played at the highest junior
level (Under 19) in Trøndelag football region. In addition to their team´s usual exercise sessions and
matches, the players were randomly assigned to carry out RS exercise twice a week as either linear or
COD RS, for 22 weeks during their competitive season. In the team, there were four full backs, four
central backs, six central midfielders, four wide midfielders, and two strikers. In order to assure equal
distribution of positions in both intervention groups, the randomization was stratified by playing
position using Research Randomizer [58]. The goalkeepers were excluded from the study but were
invited to perform one of the interventions of their own choice. The players’ age and anthropometric
characteristics at baseline are shown in Table 1, for the linear RS and COD RS group, respectively.
In the three pre-season months prior to the study, the players exercised on average 13 h per week,
of which 8 h were football practice, 3 h aerobic exercise, and 2 h resistance exercise. All players were
informed about the purpose of the study, and the possibility to withdraw from the study without
providing any reason, verbally and in writing before providing written informed consent. For those
who were under 18 years, both their parents/legal guardians and the player provided oral and written
informed consent. This study was carried out with ethical standards for sports and exercise science
in accordance with the Deceleration of Helsinki, and the Norwegian Social Sciences Data Services
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approved the study in addition to the storage of personal data (Approval reference number: 38437).
Further approval from a regional ethics committee was not required for this study as per applicable
institutional and national guidelines and regulations for sport and exercise science.
Table 1. Descriptive characteristics of the players when entering the study.
Linear RS (n = 10) COD RS (n = 9)
Age (year) 17.3 ± 0.5 17.4 ± 0.7
Weight (kg) 70.0 ± 7.6 71.3 ± 6.6
Height (m) 1.79 ± 0.05 1.80 ± 0.05
BMI (kg·m−2) 21.7 ± 2.4 21.9 ± 1.9
Data are shown as mean ± SD. COD = changes of direction, RS = repeated sprint, BMI = body mass index.
2.2. Test Concepts and Instruments
Prior to the intervention trials, the players underwent a Yo-Yo intermittent recovery level 2 test
(Yo-Yo IR2) [20] for determining intermittent HIR performance, 10 and 20 m sprint for evaluation of
acceleration ability, and a treadmill test to exhaustion in the laboratory for the evaluation of VO2max.
For logistical reasons, the players first performed the VO2max-test. Thereafter, in the following week,
the players first performed the 10 and 20 m sprint tests on one day, and the Yo-Yo IR2 the day after.
The players performed the post-tests after 22 weeks in the same order as the pre-tests. Additionally,
the Yo-Yo IR2 and the 10 and 20 m sprint tests were also evaluated as mid-tests following 11 weeks in
the intervention. The day prior to all tests, the players underwent a low intensity football practice and
were instructed to avoid any strenuous exercise on their own. On all the testing days, the players were
instructed to report to the field and laboratory tests well hydrated and properly fueled with nutrients,
as they would do prior to a football match.
2.3. The Yo-Yo Intermittent Recovery Test Level 2
The Yo-Yo IR2 test was carried out in a gym on a parquet floor and with a stable temperature of
20 ◦C. The Yo-Yo IR tests can be considered similar to the more commonly known 20 m shuttle run by
Léger et al. [59], however, it defers with a 10 s active recovery period between each 2 × 20 m run where
the players walk for 5 m, turn 180◦, and walk back to the starting line. The players run back and forth
between the start and finish line at a progressively increasing speed controlled by audio bleeps from
an audio file connected to speakers. There are two Yo-Yo tests, level 1 and 2, where level 1 starts at a
lower speed and usually lasts longer than level 2. Level 2 taxes the anaerobic system to a larger extent
then level 1 and was created to assess intermittent HIR in high-level athletes, whereas level 1 can also
assess intermittent HIR in athletes of lower fitness levels [20]. The players performed the Yo-Yo IR2 in
this present study. Prior to the test, the players jogged at a self-selected low intensity speed for 15 min,
followed by four 40 m progressive sprints until 90% of their subjectively determined maximum speed.
Thereafter, level 14 in the Yo-Yo IR level 1 was run for 4 min. Prior to performing the test, the players
consumed 300 mL of water. In the Yo-Yo IR2 test, when the players failed twice to reach the finishing
line before the bleep, the covered distance was recorded as the test result.
2.4. 10 and 20 m Sprint Test
The 10 and 20 m sprint tests were conducted inside, in the same gym as the Yo-Yo IR2 test.
Following 15 min of running at a self-paced low intensity speed with four progressive sprints,
the players performed a specialized warm-up, including knee raises, heel kicks, running sideways,
backwards, and forward, and a final sprint burst. Following the consumption of water (300 mL),
the players first performed the 10 m sprint test. The players started with one foot in front of the other,
behind the starting line. Photocells (TC-Timer, Bower Timing System, Draper, UT, USA) were placed
30 cm from the starting line, 30 cm over the floor on poles, and 10 m further away (the finish line),
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100 cm over the floor. The players started on their own initiative by breaking the laser beam, which
measures the time to reaching the finish line by breaking the laser beam at the finish line. The players
were instructed to perform the tests with maximal effort, but no verbal encouragement was given
during the tests. The players were given three attempts each with a 1 min recovery period between
each sprint, where the best result was recorded as their 10 m sprint time. Thereafter, the finish line was
moved 10 m further away and the players performed three attempts of the 20 m sprint under similar
conditions. The 1 min recovery time was considered sufficient as it was >20 times the sprint time in
both tests. The players were instructed to use the same pair of shoes in the pre-, mid-, and post-tests to
minimize differences in friction between the floor and their shoes.
2.5. Maximal Oxygen Uptake
Prior to the VO2max test, the players’ weight and height were measured with a portable scale (Seca
876, Seca GmbH & Co. KG, Hamburg, Germany) and a stable stadiometer (Seca 217, Seca GmbH & Co.
KG, Hamburg, Germany), respectively. The players performed the same warm up as prior to the Yo-Yo
IR2 test (15 min self-paced low intensity run), followed by four 40 m progressive sprints until 80%,
and four 40 m progressive sprints until 90%, of maximum speed. Thereafter, the players entered the
treadmill (h/p cosmos quasar, h/p cosmos sports & medical gmbh, Nussdorf-Trainstein, Germany) and
were connected to an ergospirometry mixing chamber system (Oxycon-Pro, Jaeger Instr., Hoechberg,
Germany) with a two-way mouthpiece (Hans Rudolph 2700 Instr., Shawnee, KS, USA) for oxygen
uptake (VO2) recordings, and were also equipped with a nose-clip and a heart rate (HR) monitor
(Polar, RS800 HR monitor, Polar Electro Oy, Kempele, Finland). The Oxycon-Pro is shown to provide
valid recordings over shorter and longer test periods in high-level athletes when compared against the
Douglas bag method [60]. Prior to each test, the sensors were calibrated for oxygen (O2) and carbon
dioxide (CO2) using known gas concentrations of 16.00% and 4.90%, respectively, as well as ambient
air. The inspiratory flow volume was manually calibrated using a 3 L volume syringe (Calibration
Syringe, series 5530, Hans Rudolph Instr.; Shawnee, KS, USA). Respiratory variables were recorded
every 10 s and HR every 5 s. The treadmill inclination was set to 5% and the speed to 8 km·h−1 when
starting the ramp protocol, with a 1 km·h−1 increase every 45 s until exhaustion. Furthermore, 15 s
before each speed increase, the players were asked if they could sustain a 1 km·h−1 increase, where
they communicated with a thumb up and down for yes and no, respectively. If they answered no,
the players were encouraged to continue running on the treadmill until exhaustion at the actual speed.
VO2max was determined as reaching a respiratory exchange ratio (RER) ≥1.05 [61], and defined as the
median of the three consecutive highest 10 s recordings. Maximum heart rate (HRmax) was defined as
the highest stable HR during the last minute of the test.
2.6. Repeated Sprint Exercise Interventions
All players were familiar with linear RSs as part of their team’s conditioning program for the
preseason preparations. Figure 1 illustrates the build-up of the two RS exercises. The linear RSs group
performed 40 m linear sprints (A), whereas the COD RSs group sprinted a self-created COD RSs
exercise of 30 m (B), determined by a pilot experiment of 11 players, where approximately the same
time was used to sprint 30 m with COD as sprinting linearly for 40 m. The directional sprint court (B)
started with; (1) a 5 m sprint forward before turning 180◦, (2) running 5 m back to the starting line, and
(3) thereafter turning another 180◦ followed by a 20 m linear sprint. Each RSs exercise session lasted
8 min in total and consisted of three sets of four RSs with 30 s recovery between each sprint, and 55 s
recovery between each set. Each sprint lasted 5 to 6 s, and the players were instructed to sprint with
maximal effort in each sprint. Except for the different RSs exercises, all the players carried out similar
football, aerobic, and resistance exercise sessions during the season.
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Figure 1. The two RSs exercises. (A) The linear RS group. (B) The COD RS group. RS = repeated sprint,
COD = changes of direction.
Table 2 shows the timeline of the study. During the intervention over the 22 weeks, a typical
exercise week had in total 45, 150, and 300 min of low, moderate, and high intensity football exercise,
respectively. The RS exercises were performed twice a week at the extension of two football sessions,
on Friday and Sunday. During the season, if the team had two matches in one week, the RS exercises
were performed only once in those weeks in order to avoid any perception of fatigue approaching the
match days in the weeks with two matches. The team played 15 league matches, of which 2 weeks
included two matches per week, and 11 weeks included one match per week. The team played no
training matches in this period.
The players had a summer break for three weeks in July, where they performed a pre-specified
exercise program developed by the coach and the researchers. The program consisted of four sessions
per week; all four sessions started with a 20 min general warm-up of low intensity self-paced jogging.
Following the warm up, two sessions consisted of resistance exercises with their own body weight
(push-ups, burpee jumps, abdominal crunches etc.) for 15 min and two sessions consisted of the same
RS exercise as they were assigned to upon randomization. For the RS exercises in the summer break,
the players used a stop watch (heart rate monitor with time monitoring, classical stop watch, stop
watch in their smart phones etc.) to ensure similar recovery times between sprints as in the sessions
led by the coach during the team’s sessions. Prior to their summer break, the players also performed
the 10 and 20 m sprint test and the Yo-Yo IR2 test as mid-tests in week 11. Following the summer
break, the second part of the in-season in the fall consisted of 8 weeks of the same football practices
and RS exercises as prior to the summer break, before performing post-tests, resulting in a 22-week
long intervention period.
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Table 2. The timeline of the study.
Pre-Season Pre-Tests Spring Season
Duration 3 months 2 weeks 11 weeks
Exercise
content
13 h:
8 h football
practice
3 h aerobic
exercise
2 h resistance
exercise
Week 1:
VO2max
Week 2:
10 m
20 m
Yo-Yo IR2
Typical week:
Monday:
Football practice, high intensity, low volume, 30 min
Tuesday:
Match
Wednesday:
Football practice, low intensity, 1.5 h
Thursday:
Football practice, high intensity, 1.5 h
Friday:
Large-sided simulated games, RS exercise, moderate
intensity, 1.5 h
Saturday:
Aerobic (30 min running or bicycling) and resistance exercise
(30 min body weight exercises), moderate intensity, 1 h
Sunday:
Small-sided games, high intensity, RS exercise, 1.5 h
Mid-Tests Summer Break Fall Season Post-Tests
Duration last week ofspring season 3 weeks 8 weeks 2 weeks
Exercise
content
10 m
20 m
Yo-Yo IR2
4 sessions:
2 resistance
exercise
2 RS exercise
Typical week:
Monday:
Football practice, high intensity, low volume, 30 min
Tuesday:
Match
Wednesday:
Football practice, low intensity, 1.5 h
Thursday:
Football practice, high intensity, 1.5 h
Friday:
Large-sided simulated games, RS exercise, moderate
intensity, 1.5 h
Saturday:
Aerobic (30 min running or bicycling) and resistance exercise
(30 min body weight exercises), moderate intensity, 1 h
Sunday:
Small-sided games, high intensity, RS exercise, 1.5 h
Week 1:
VO2max
Week 2:
10 m
20 m
Yo-Yo IR2
VO2max = maximal oxygen uptake, Yo-Yo IR2: Yo-Yo intermittent recovery test level 2, RS = repeated sprints, 10 m =
10 m sprint, 20 m = 20 m sprint.
2.7. Statistical Analysis
Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS, version 25, International Business Machine
Cooperation, Armonk, NY, USA) was used to perform all statistical analyses (Supplementary Materials:
SPSS dataset file S1). Originally, 20 players were invited to this study, however, one player could not
complete the study due to a long-term injury not related to this study, and he was excluded from the
final analyses. The Shapiro Wilk test confirmed all data did not deviate from a normal distribution. We
performed a 2 (RS exercise condition) by 3 (pre-, mid-, and post-tests) repeated measure analysis of
variance (ANOVA) to assess the change from pre-, mid-, and post-testing in the Yo-Yo IR2 test, and the
10 and 20 m sprint tests. Bonferroni-corrected follow-up tests were applied to detect differences from
pre- to mid-, pre- to post-, and mid- to post-tests if we observed a main effect of time. Assumptions
of sphericity and equality of error variance was confirmed for all tests (all p > 0.10). A univariate
ANOVA on gain-scores (post-test–pre-test), with exercise intervention as an independent variable,
was performed to evaluate pre- to post-test changes in VO2max. Here, the intercept was interpreted
as the main effect of time. Estimates of the effect size were calculated as partial eta squared (pη2),
where 0.01–0.05, 0.06–0.13, and ≥0.14 pη2 was considered as small, medium, and large effect sizes,
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respectively [62]. A 9% increase in the Yo-Yo IR2 test following six weeks of COD RS exercise during the
competitive season in male professional football players has previously been reported [51]. With a 95%
power and an alpha level of 0.05, the predetermined statistical power to observe a similar difference in
the Yo-Yo IR2 needed five players in each group. The data are presented as mean ± standard deviation
(SD) unless otherwise is stated.
3. Results
The descriptive characteristics of the players are shown in Table 1; there were no differences in
baseline assessments between the two groups (all p > 0.26).
Figure 2 illustrates the performance in the Yo-Yo IR2 for pre-, mid-, and post-tests. There was
no interaction effect of time x group (p = 0.36, pη2 = 0.06) or any difference in the change between
the two groups in the Yo-Yo IR2 test (increase linear RS group: 7.7 ± 13.6%, increase COD RS group:
10.6 ± 8.4%, between-subjects effect: p = 0.70, pη2 = 0.01). Overall, the players increased their Yo-Yo
IR2 performance by 9.1 ± 11.2% from pre- to mid- to post-test in the Yo-Yo IR2 (main effect of time
p = 0.002, pη2 = 0.31), where the significant increase was observed from pre- to post-test (p = 0.009)
and no differences was observed from pre- to mid-test (p = 0.052) or mid- to post-test (p = 0.23).
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Yo-Yo IR2 = Yo-Yo intermittent recovery test level 2, RS = repeated sprint, COD = change of direction.
Data are shown as mean and rror bars ar standard error of he mean.
Table 3 shows the pre-, mid-, and post-test results for the 10 and 20 m sprint, and the pre- and
post-test results for VO2max. There were no interaction effects of time x group in sprint times (10 m:
p = 0.55, pη2 = 0.04, 20 m: p = 0.28, pη2 = 0.08) and no difference was observed for changes in sprint
times between the two groups (10 m: p = 0.66, pη2 = 0.01, 20 m: p = 0.27, pη2 = 0.08). Overall, there
were no main effects of time in sprint improvements from pre-, mid-, and post-test in neither the 10 m
(p = 0.70, pη2 = 0.02) nor the 20 m test (p = 0.43, pη2 = 0.05).
Table 3. Pre-, mid- (11 weeks), and post-test (22 weeks) results of the 10 and 20 m sprint time, and pre-
and post-test results for VO2max.
Pre-Test (Baseline) Mid-Test (11 Weeks) Post-Test (22 Weeks)
L-RS (n = 10) COD-RS (n = 9) L-RS (n = 10) COD-RS (n = 9) L-RS (n = 10) COD-RS (n = 9)
10 m (s) 1.68 ± 0.07 1.70 ± 0.07 1.68 ± 0.06 1.69 ± 0.07 1.69 ± 0.08 1.69 ± 0.06
20 m (s) 2.97 ± 0.10 3.05 ± 0.15 2.98 ± 0.10 3.05 ± 0.13 2.99 ± 0.11 3.03 ± 0.15
VO2max (mL·kg−1·min−1) 62.6 ± 4.4 62.2 ± 6.1 N/A N/A 62.4 ± 5.4 61.7 ± 5.1
L-RS = linear repeated sprint group, COD-RS = changes of direction repeated sprint group, Yo-Yo IR2 = Yo-Yo
intermittent recovery test level 2, VO2max = maximal oxygen uptake. Data are shown as mean ± SD.
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Finally, for VO2max, we did not observe any change differences between the two groups (p = 0.80,
pη
2 = 0.04) and consequently, there was no main effect of time for the change from pre- to post-test
(−0.4 ± 2.6 mL·kg−1·min−1, p = 0.56, pη2 = 0.02) (Table 3).
4. Discussion
The main findings of this randomized trial of high-level junior football players who included linear
or COD RS exercise twice a week over an entire season of 22 weeks were: (1) Improved intermittent
HIR performance; (2) no differences in the effect of linear or COD RSs on intermittent HIR performance;
and (3) no changes in linear sprint times and aerobic power neither within nor between the two groups.
The players in the present study improved their performance in the Yo-Yo IR2 test. Although not
always consistent [63], previous studies in football players report considerable improvements in the
Yo-Yo IR2 following RS exercise [33,36,37,39,40,43,51,64], which is supported by the latest meta-analysis,
which evaluates the effect of RS exercise on intermittent HIR assessed with the Yo-Yo IR2 test [41]. This
present study’s finding further highlights the applicability of RS exercise for improving intermittent
HIR performance.
However, the aim of the present study was to elucidate whether COD RS or linear RS exercise
would result in superior improvements in intermittent HIR in football players over the course of an
entire season; the present study showed no differences in increased distance in the Yo-Yo IR2 test
between the two groups. However, although not statistically different, the largest improvement in
the COD RS group was observed from pre- to mid-test (~7%), while the linear RS group experienced
their largest improvements from mid- to post-test (~6%). As the RS exercise carried out with COD
was unfamiliar for the COD RS group, the initial pre- to mid-test improvement may be attributed to
the exercise being specific to the Yo-Yo IR2 test, as observed previously [43,44]. Additionally, as the
players were familiar with linear RS exercise from their preseason preparations, the new stimuli of
COD may also be the reason for this initial increase in the COD RS group. When adding the post-test
results, it appears that these differences disappeared when both groups had performed RS consistently
over 22 weeks throughout the season. This observation may be considered the overall seasonal effect
of RS exercise. Thus, in order to derive the maximal potential of RS exercise for improving intermittent
HIR performance, a longer intervention period may be needed. Nevertheless, due to no statistical
differences, this interpretation is speculative. Future research may elucidate on our assumption of a
statistical type 2-error.
Nevertheless, when comparing our results with other studies that evaluated the effect of linear
and COD RS exercise on the Yo-Yo IR2 test, previous studies show inconsistent results, with one study
reporting superior improvements [51] and others reporting no additional effect of COD RS exercise
compared with linear RS exercise [47,50]. There may be some explanations for the inconsistent findings;
first, the COD RS exercise performed in the present study and previous studies were of different
movement patterns and volume [47,50,51]. Second, the inconsistent results may also be attributed to the
diversity in the duration of the intervention periods between previous studies (≤12 weeks) [29,47,50,51]
and our study (22 weeks).
The players in our study did not improve their sprint performance in the 10 and 20 m sprint, which
is consistent with one previous study in youth players [65]. However, the majority of studies exploring
the effect of RS exercise on 10 and 20 m sprints in football players report considerable positive effects
on sprint times [26,50,55,66,67], which is supported by the latest meta-analysis on the topic [41]. There
may be multiple explanations for the inconsistent results; the different RS exercise volume (90–800 m),
time during the season (pre-, during-, post-season), baseline characteristics (adolescent, junior, or
adult; sex; professional vs. amateur; initial fitness level), and finally a different intervention duration
in the present study (22 weeks) compared with previous studies (4–12 weeks) [41]. As an example,
the included players in the present study sprinted faster over the 10 m (~1.70 s) than previously
reported in male football players (1.79–1.90 s) [11]. Thus, the initial high fitness level of the included
players in this study can be considered high. However, as testing procedures in sprint tests are shown
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to largely influence the outcome [68], comparisons of baseline values across studies should be done
with caution.
Intermittent HIR and sprints are considered supramaximal with high anaerobic energy
contributions [2,3,6,22,23]. However, due the repetitive nature of football and insufficient recovery
duration between runs, large aerobic contributions are also present [24,25]. Thus, one could expect
improvements in aerobic power following RS exercise. However, the players in this study experienced
no improvements in aerobic power following 22 weeks of RS exercise. This is in contrast to one
previous study in comparable junior players [29] but consistent with one study in professional football
players [51]. The players in our study displayed a higher baseline VO2max compared with the junior
players in the study by Ferrari Bravo et al. [29], which may explain the inconsistent results. However,
the two aforementioned studies reported similar VO2max-values for their included players [29,51].
Thus, the substantially different weekly volume of RS exercise (Ferrari Bravo et al. [29]: 2 × 720 m, our
study: 2 × 360 m), which potentially resulted in different aerobic energy contributions, seems to be the
most plausible explanation for the inconsistent results.
The present study examined the effect of linear RSs and COD RSs during the competitive season.
Previous studies assessed the effect during the pre- [50] and the in-season [47,51]. On the one hand,
as physical capacities should be the focus during pre-season, in-season exercise is usually used for
tactical exercise together with the maintenance of physical capacities [1]. Thus, the competitive season
may not be optimal timing for assessment of the effect of any additional physical exercise mode.
On the other hand, in order to allow sub-elite junior players to reach the physical capacities of elite
players, extra physical stimulus during the in-season may be one way to reach the elite level. In fact,
the covered distance in the Yo-Yo IR2 test at the baseline by the included players in our study (~888 m)
can already be considered as elite level [21], which further highlights the initial fitness levels of the
included players in this study. Considering the large effect of time found for the Yo-Yo IR2 test in this
present study, one may speculate whether further structured RS exercise would allow these players to
reach the covered distance for top elite-level players (~1047 m) [21]. Moreover, as most players play an
entire football match, substitutes and unused players may suffer little to no physical stimulus during a
football match. Thus, including some extra RS exercise may be crucial for those with low physical
stimulus during matches.
4.1. Strengths
Previous studies that evaluated intermittent HIR performance in football players were mainly
of a short duration (<12 weeks) [41]. As intermittent HIR performance is shown to vary throughout
a football season [57], studies of short duration may have limited applicability for implantation in
long-term cycles, for example, over an entire season. Our study intervention lasted 22 weeks over an
entire in-season. Although RS exercise is generally found to elicit initial improvements in intermittent
HIR performance, the results from our study indicate that the expected initial improvement may
peak, where further RS exercise over 12 weeks may not lead to further improvements. However, it
is unknown whether increasing the RS exercise volume following 12 weeks would allow for larger
improvements in intermittent HIR performance.
Furthermore, the included players in this study displayed a high initial fitness level; the covered
distance in the Yo-Yo IR2 test can already be considered elite [21], the sprint time was faster than
previously reported sprint times for male football players [11], and finally, the aerobic power was
above the suggested threshold of 60 mL·kg−1·min−1 [2,3,5–8]. As our results were inconsistent with
some previous studies, the high fitness level of the players in our study may suggest that players with
such high fitness levels do not respond similarly to players of lower fitness levels. Hence, this may
suggest that players of high fitness should have higher volume or different exercise stimuli to further
improve their physical capabilities.
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4.2. Limitations
Although our predetermined statistical power allowed for randomization into more than two
groups, we only randomized the players into two groups performing either RS exercise as linear
or with COD without any third group acting as controls performing only the in-season exercise
schedule of the team with no additional RS exercise. For example, small-sided games are also shown
to improve performance in the Yo-Yo IR2 test [28]. Thus, due to no control group in our study, we
cannot completely rule out whether the observed improvement in the Yo-Yo IR2 test was due to the
RS exercise or to other components in the team’s exercise schedule. Consequently, this should be
regarded as the main limitation of our study. As these players are pursuing a professional career,
they agreed to participate on the condition that they would be included in one of the intervention
groups. Additionally, since the players are pursuing a professional career and this study was carried
out over an entire season, one may discuss whether excluding high-level players from participating in
extra exercise is ethically appropriate. Nevertheless, as repeated sprint exercise is proven effective for
improving HIR performance [41], the aim of this study was to assess whether linear or COD RSs would
elicit superior effects on HIR performance under the assumption that both groups would improve
their HIR performance to some extent.
We created our own COD RS exercise in order to match the sprint times to the linear RS exercise.
As we did not adopt a previously used COD RS exercise, this limits the comparability to other studies.
Moreover, the COD RS exercise involved 180◦ turns, which may not be completely specific to football
performance, as turns can also be less or more than 180◦. For example, a previous study included 90◦
turns to allow more football-specific turns [51]. Nevertheless, COD RSs with 180◦ turns have been
adopted previously to evaluate intermittent HIR [29], and is at least specific to the Yo-Yo IR2 test.
Finally, the Yo-Yo IR2 is a well-established intermittent HIR test [20,21,69], which is associated
with HIR during a football match [20], and also physiological measures of aerobic and anaerobic
metabolism [20,69]. However, the clinically relevant improvement needed in the Yo-Yo IR2 test to
observe an improvement in a measure of football match performance is unknown. Thus, studies
examining the clinical relevance of the Yo-Yo IR2 test to improve actual football performance measures
are warranted. Moreover, to our knowledge, no study has examined the effect of RSs on actual football
performance, and such studies may elucidate interesting and highly applicable aspects of intermittent
HIR and RS exercise for football match performance.
5. Conclusions
Including linear or COD RS exercise twice a week in the in-season exercise schedule over an
entire season of 22 weeks equally improves intermittent HIR performance. However, there were no
translational effects for improvements in linear sprint time or aerobic power. Due to our two-armed
intervention with no additional control group, we cannot conclusively rule out that the observed
improvements in intermittent HIR performance were due to the RS exercises or whether other exercise
components may have contributed to the results.
Supplementary Materials: The dataset analyzed for the current study are available in supplementary materials.
The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2075-4663/7/8/189/s1, zip-file/SPSS dataset file S1:
the analyzed dataset for the result of this study.
Author Contributions: Conceptualization: I.S., B.W., Data curation: I.S., B.W., Formal analysis: E.H.S., B.W.,
Funding acquisition: B.W., Investigation: I.S., Methodology: I.S., B.W., Project administration: B.W., Resources: I.S.,
E.H.S., B.W., Software: Not applicable, Supervision: B.W., Validation: I.S., B.W., S.P., S.A.P., M.B.R., Visualization:
E.H.S., S.P., B.W., S.A.P., M.B.R., Writing—original draft: E.H.S., Writing—review and editing: I.S., S.P., S.A.P.,
M.B.R., B.W.
Funding: This research received no external funding. The article processing charges were funded by the
publication fund at the University Library at UiT the Arctic University of Norway.
Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the club and the players who agreed to participate in this seasonal
long study.
Sports 2019, 7, 189 11 of 14
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
References
1. Morgans, R.; Orme, P.; Anderson, L.; Drust, B. Principles and practices of training for soccer. J. Sport Health Sci.
2014, 3, 251–257. [CrossRef]
2. Reilly, T.; Bangsbo, J.; Franks, A. Anthropometric and physiological predispositions for elite soccer.
J. Sports Sci. 2000, 18, 669–683. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Bangsbo, J. The physiology of soccer-with special reference to intense intermittent exercise. Acta Physiol.
Scand. Suppl. 1994, 619, 1–155. [PubMed]
4. Helgerud, J.; Engen, L.C.; Wisloff, U.; Hoff, J. Aerobic endurance training improves soccer performance.
Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2001, 33, 1925–1931. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Clark, N.A.; Edwards, A.M.; Morton, R.H.; Butterly, R.J. Season-to-Season Variations of Physiological Fitness
Within a Squad of Professional Male Soccer Players. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2008, 7, 157–165. [PubMed]
6. Mohr, M.; Krustrup, P.; Bangsbo, J. Match performance of high-standard soccer players with special reference
to development of fatigue. J. Sports Sci. 2003, 21, 519–528. [CrossRef]
7. Edwards, A.; Clark, N.; MacFadyen, A. Lactate and Ventilatory Thresholds Reflect the Training Status of
Professional Soccer Players Where Maximum Aerobic Power is Unchanged. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2003, 2, 23–29.
[PubMed]
8. Wells, C.M.; Edwards, A.M.; Winter, E.M.; Fysh, M.L.; Drust, B. Sport-specific fitness testing differentiates
professional from amateur soccer players where VO2max and VO2 kinetics do not. J. Sports Med. Phys. Fit.
2012, 52, 245–254.
9. Bush, M.; Barnes, C.; Archer, D.T.; Hogg, B.; Bradley, P.S. Evolution of match performance parameters for
various playing positions in the English Premier League. Hum. Mov. Sci. 2015, 39, 1–11. [CrossRef]
10. Stone, N.M.; Kilding, A.E. Aerobic conditioning for team sport athletes. Sports Med. 2009, 39, 615–642.
[CrossRef]
11. Stølen, T.; Chamari, K.; Castagna, C.; Wisløff, U. Physiology of soccer: An update. Sports Med. 2005, 35,
501–536. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Gissis, I.; Papadopoulos, C.; Kalapotharakos, V.I.; Sotiropoulos, A.; Komsis, G.; Manolopoulos, E. Strength
and speed characteristics of elite, subelite, and recreational young soccer players. Res. Sports Med. 2006, 14,
205–214. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Carling, C.; Bloomfield, J.; Nelsen, L.; Reilly, T. The role of motion analysis in elite soccer: Contemporary
performance measurement techniques and work rate data. Sports Med. 2008, 38, 839–862. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
14. Faude, O.; Koch, T.; Meyer, T. Straight sprinting is the most frequent action in goal situations in professional
football. J. Sports Sci. 2012, 30, 625–631. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Bangsbo, J.; Nørregaard, L.; Thorsø, F. Activity profile of competition soccer. Can. J. Sport Sci. 1991, 16,
110–116. [PubMed]
16. Reilly, T. A motion analysis of work-rate in different positional roles in professional football match-play.
J. Hum. Mov. Stud. 1976, 2, 87–97.
17. Vigne, G.; Gaudino, C.; Rogowski, I.; Alloatti, G.; Hautier, C. Activity profile in elite Italian soccer team. Int. J.
Sports Med. 2010, 31, 304–310. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Barnes, C.; Archer, D.; Hogg, B.; Bush, M.; Bradley, P. The evolution of physical and technical performance
parameters in the English Premier League. Int. J. Sports Med. 2014, 35, 1095–1100. [CrossRef]
19. Wallace, J.L.; Norton, K.I. Evolution of World Cup soccer final games 1966–2010: Game structure, speed and
play patterns. J. Sci. Med. Sport 2014, 17, 223–228. [CrossRef]
20. Bangsbo, J.; Iaia, F.M.; Krustrup, P. The Yo-Yo intermittent recovery test: A useful tool for evaluation of
physical performance in intermittent sports. Sports Med. 2008, 38, 37–51. [CrossRef]
21. Schmitz, B.; Pfeifer, C.; Kreitz, K.; Borowski, M.; Faldum, A.; Brand, S.-M. The Yo-Yo Intermittent Tests:
A Systematic Review and Structured Compendium of Test Results. Front. Physiol. 2018, 9, 870. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
Sports 2019, 7, 189 12 of 14
22. Krustrup, P.; Mohr, M.; Amstrup, T.; Rysgaard, T.; Johansen, J.; Steensberg, A.; Pedersen, P.K.; Bangsbo, J.
The yo-yo intermittent recovery test: Physiological response, reliability, and validity. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc.
2003, 35, 697–705. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
23. Ramsbottom, R.; Nevill, A.M.; Seager, R.D.; Hazeldine, R. Effect of training on accumulated oxygen deficit
and shuttle run performance. J. Sports Med. Phys. Fit. 2001, 41, 281–290.
24. Girard, O.; Mendez-Villanueva, A.; Bishop, D. Repeated-sprint ability—Part I: Factors contributing to fatigue.
Sports Med. 2011, 41, 673–694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Bishop, D.; Girard, O.; Mendez-Villanueva, A. Repeated-sprint ability—Part II: Recommendations for
training. Sports Med. 2011, 41, 741–756. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Wong, P.-L.; Chaouachi, A.; Chamari, K.; Dellal, A.; Wisloff, U. Effect of preseason concurrent muscular
strength and high-intensity interval training in professional soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2010, 24,
653–660. [CrossRef]
27. Faude, O.; Roth, R.; Di Giovine, D.; Zahner, L.; Donath, L. Combined strength and power training in
high-level amateur football during the competitive season: A randomised-controlled trial. J. Sports Sci. 2013,
31, 1460–1467. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Kunz, P.; Engel, F.A.; Holmberg, H.-C.; Sperlich, B. A Meta-Comparison of the Effects of High-Intensity
Interval Training to Those of Small-Sided Games and Other Training Protocols on Parameters Related to the
Physiology and Performance of Youth Soccer Players. Sports Med. Open 2019, 5, 7. [CrossRef]
29. Bravo, D.; Impellizzeri, F.; Rampinini, E.; Castagna, C.; Bishop, D.; Wisløff, U. Sprint vs. interval training in
football. Int. J. Sports Med. 2008, 29, 668–674. [CrossRef]
30. Lacome, M.; Simpson, B.M.; Cholley, Y.; Lambert, P.; Buchheit, M. Small-Sided Games in Elite Soccer: Does
One Size Fit All? Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2018, 13, 568–576. [CrossRef]
31. Hill-Haas, S.V.; Coutts, A.J.; Rowsell, G.J.; Dawson, B.T. Generic versus small-sided game training in soccer.
Int. J. Sports Med. 2009, 30, 636–642. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
32. Eniseler, N.; Sahan, C.; Özcan, I.; Dinler, K. High-Intensity Small-Sided Games versus Repeated Sprint
Training in Junior Soccer Players. J. Hum. Kinet. 2017, 60, 101–111. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
33. Iaia, F.M.; Fiorenza, M.; Perri, E.; Alberti, G.; Millet, G.P.; Bangsbo, J. The Effect of Two Speed Endurance
Training Regimes on Performance of Soccer Players. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0138096. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
34. Nyberg, M.; Fiorenza, M.; Lund, A.; Christensen, M.; Rømer, T.; Piil, P.; Hostrup, M.; Christensen, P.M.;
Holbek, S.; Ravnholt, T.; et al. Adaptations to Speed Endurance Training in Highly Trained Soccer Players.
Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2016, 48, 1355–1364. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
35. Iaia, F.M.; Fiorenza, M.; Larghi, L.; Alberti, G.; Millet, G.P.; Girard, O. Short-or long-rest intervals during
repeated-sprint training in soccer? PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0171462. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
36. Mohr, M.; Krustrup, P. Comparison between two types of anaerobic speed endurance training in competitive
soccer players. J. Hum. Kinet. 2016, 51, 183–192. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Gunnarsson, T.P.; Christensen, P.M.; Holse, K.; Christiansen, D.; Bangsbo, J. Effect of additional speed
endurance training on performance and muscle adaptations. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2012, 44, 1942–1948.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. Nedrehagen, E.S.; Saeterbakken, A.H. The Effects of in-Season Repeated Sprint Training Compared to Regular
Soccer Training. J. Hum. Kinet. 2015, 49, 237–244. [CrossRef]
39. McGawley, K.; Andersson, P.I. The order of concurrent training does not affect soccer-related performance
adaptations. Int. J. Sports Med. 2013, 34, 983–990. [CrossRef]
40. Ingebrigtsen, J.; Shalfawi, S.A.I.; Tønnessen, E.; Krustrup, P.; Holtermann, A. Performance effects of 6 weeks
of aerobic production training in junior elite soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2013, 27, 1861–1867.
[CrossRef]
41. Taylor, J.; MacPherson, T.; Spears, I.; Weston, M. The effects of repeated-sprint training on field-based fitness
measures: A meta-analysis of controlled and non-controlled trials. Sports Med. 2015, 45, 881–891. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
42. Bloomfield, J.; Polman, R.; O’Donoghue, P. Physical Demands of Different Positions in FA Premier League
Soccer. J. Sports Sci. Med. 2007, 6, 63–70. [PubMed]
43. Mohr, M.; Krustrup, P.; Nielsen, J.J.; Nybo, L.; Rasmussen, M.K.; Juel, C.; Bangsbo, J. Effect of two different
intense training regimens on skeletal muscle ion transport proteins and fatigue development. Am. J. Physiol.
Regul. Integr. Comp. Physiol. 2007, 292, R1594–R1602. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Sports 2019, 7, 189 13 of 14
44. Hostrup, M.; Gunnarsson, T.P.; Fiorenza, M.; Mørch, K.; Onslev, J.; Pedersen, K.M.; Bangsbo, J. In season
adaptations to intense intermittent training and sprint interval training in sub-elite football players. Scand. J.
Med. Sci. Sports 2019, 29, 669–677. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
45. Brughelli, M.; Cronin, J.; Levin, G.; Chaouachi, A. Understanding change of direction ability in sport:
A review of resistance training studies. Sports Med. 2008, 38, 1045–1063. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
46. Hader, K.; Mendez-Villanueva, A.; Ahmaidi, S.; Williams, B.K.; Buchheit, M. Changes of direction during
high-intensity intermittent runs: Neuromuscular and metabolic responses. BMC Sports Sci. Med. Rehabil.
2014, 6, 2. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
47. Nakamura, F.Y.; Sanchez-Sanchez, J.; Ramirez-Campillo, R.; Petisco, C.; Gonzalo-Skok, O.;
Rodriguez-Fernandez, A.; Miñano, J. Effects of repeated-sprints with changes of direction on youth soccer
player‘s performance: Impact of initial fitness level. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2017. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
48. Hader, K.; Mendez-Villanueva, A.; Palazzi, D.; Ahmaidi, S.; Buchheit, M. Metabolic Power Requirement of
Change of Direction Speed in Young Soccer Players: Not All Is What It Seems. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0149839.
[CrossRef]
49. Buchheit, M.; Bishop, D.; Haydar, B.; Nakamura, F.Y.; Ahmaidi, S. Physiological responses to shuttle
repeated-sprint running. Int. J. Sports Med. 2010, 31, 402–409. [CrossRef]
50. Taylor, J.M.; MacPherson, T.W.; McLaren, S.J.; Spears, I.; Weston, M. Two Weeks of Repeated-Sprint Training
in Soccer: To Turn or Not to Turn? Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2016, 11, 998–1004. [CrossRef]
51. Wells, C.; Fysh, M.; Drust, B.; Edwards, A. Effects of high-intensity running training on soccer-specific fitness
in professional male players. Appl. Physiol. Nutr. Metab. 2014, 39, 763–769. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
52. Haugen, T.; Tønnessen, E.; Oksenholt, O.; Haugen, F.L.; Paulsen, G.; Enoksen, E.; Seiler, S. Sprint conditioning
of junior soccer players: Effects of training intensity and technique supervision. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0121827.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]
53. Hostrup, M.; Bangsbo, J. Limitations in intense exercise performance of athletes—Effect of speed endurance
training on ion handling and fatigue development. J. Physiol. 2017, 595, 2897–2913. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
54. Tønnessen, E.; Shalfawi, S.A.; Haugen, T.; Enoksen, E. The effect of 40-m repeated sprint training on maximum
sprinting speed, repeated sprint speed endurance, vertical jump, and aerobic capacity in young elite male
soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2011, 25, 2364–2370. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
55. Shalfawi, S.A.; Haugen, T.; Jakobsen, T.A.; Enoksen, E.; Tønnessen, E. The effect of combined resisted agility
and repeated sprint training vs. strength training on female elite soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2013,
27, 2966–2972. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
56. Mujika, I.; Santisteban, J.; Castagna, C. In-season effect of short-term sprint and power training programs on
elite junior soccer players. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2009, 23, 2581–2587. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
57. Mohr, M.; Krustrup, P. Yo-Yo intermittent recovery test performances within an entire football league during
a full season. J. Sports Sci. 2014, 32, 315–327. [CrossRef]
58. Urbaniak, G.C.; Plous, S. Research Randomizer (Version 4.0) [Computer Software]. 2013. Available online:
https://www.randomizer.org (accessed on 22 April 2014).
59. Léger, L.A.; Mercier, D.; Gadoury, C.; Lambert, J. The multistage 20 metre shuttle run test for aerobic fitness.
J. Sports Sci. 1988, 6, 93–101. [CrossRef]
60. Foss, Ø.; Hallen, J. Validity and stability of a computerized metabolic system with mixing chamber. Int. J.
Sports Med. 2005, 26, 569–575. [CrossRef]
61. Howley, E.T.; Bassett, D.R., Jr.; Welch, H.G. Criteria for maximal oxygen uptake: Review and commentary.
Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 1995, 27, 1292–1301. [CrossRef]
62. Richardson, J.T.E. Eta squared and partial eta squared as measures of effect size in educational research.
Educ. Res. Rev. 2011, 6, 135–147. [CrossRef]
63. Thomassen, M.; Christensen, P.M.; Gunnarsson, T.P.; Nybo, L.; Bangsbo, J. Effect of 2-wk intensified
training and inactivity on muscle Na+-K+ pump expression, phospholemman (FXYD1) phosphorylation,
and performance in soccer players. J. Appl. Physiol. 2010, 108, 898–905. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
64. Iaia, F.M.; Fiorenza, M.; Perri, E.; Alberti, G.; Millet, G.P.; Bangsbo, J. Reduced volume but increased training
intensity elevates muscle Na+-K+ pump alpha1-subunit and NHE1 expression as well as short-term work
capacity in humans. Am. J. Physiol. Regul. Integr. Comp. Physiol. 2008, 294, R966–R974. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Sports 2019, 7, 189 14 of 14
65. Buchheit, M.; Mendez-Villanueva, A.; Delhomel, G.; Brughelli, M.; Ahmaidi, S. Improving repeated sprint
ability in young elite soccer players: Repeated shuttle sprints vs. explosive strength training. J. Strength
Cond. Res. 2010, 24, 2715–2722. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
66. Buchheit, M.; Millet, G.P.; Parisy, A.; Pourchez, S.; Laursen, P.B.; Ahmaidi, S. Supramaximal training and
postexercise parasympathetic reactivation in adolescents. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2008, 40, 362–371. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
67. Nebil, G.; Zouhair, F.; Hatem, B.; Hamza, M.; Zouhair, T.; Roy, S.; Ezdine, B. Effect of optimal
cycling repeated-sprint combined with classical training on peak leg power in female soccer players.
Isokinet. Exerc. Sci. 2014, 22, 69–76. [CrossRef]
68. Haugen, T.; Buchheit, M. Sprint Running Performance Monitoring: Methodological and Practical
Considerations. Sports Med. 2016, 46, 641–656. [CrossRef]
69. Krustrup, P.; Mohr, M.; Nybo, L.; Jensen, J.M.; Nielsen, J.J.; Bangsbo, J. The Yo-Yo IR2 test: Physiological
response, reliability, and application to elite soccer. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2006, 38, 1666–1673. [CrossRef]
© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
